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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-13, 17-20, 23-35, 38-42, 44-46, 49-59, 61-72, 76-79, 81-85, and 91-92 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spies in view of Brunet et 
al (US Patent No. 5,995, 590). 

2. Regarding claim 1, Spies teaches a method for converting text to speech (col. 5, 
line 8 to col. 6, line 40) comprising: receiving data representing a textual message, said 
message being directed from an author to a recipient (col. 5, lines 40-49); receiving 
information identifying an individual (col. 6, lines 27-40); retrieving a speech template 
comprising information representing characteristics of said individual's voice (col. 5, 
lines 8-27); and converting said data representing said textual message to speech data, 
said speech data representing a spoken form of said textual message having the 
characteristics of said individual's voice (col. 5, lines 50-54). 

Spies does not teach the textual message is created as a textual message by the 
author. Brunet discloses a telecommunications system, which allows a user to enter text 
corresponding to what they want to say, instead of speaking through the telephone 
microphone (col. 2, lines 1-50). The system allows the user to input handwritten text or 
enter text via the keyboard. Brunet teaches the system provides a system wherein the 
user can communicate without disturbing others who are nearby (col. 1, lines 59-61). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Spies to provide for textual input in the communication 
system, as taught by Brunet, for the purpose of providing a system wherein users can 
communicate without disturbing others, as suggested by Brunet. 

Regarding claim 2, Spies teaches wherein said author interacts with a first 
computer and said recipient interacts with a second computer coupled to said first 
computer through a data network (col. 5, line 8 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 3, Spies teaches wherein said speech template is provided at a 
central location coupled to said first computer and said second computer (col. 6, lines 27- 
40). 

Regarding claim 4, Spies teaches receiving said data representing the textual 
message at said central location from said first computer (col. 5, line 64 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 5, Spies teaches transmitting said speech data to said second 
computer from said central location (col. 5, line 64 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 6, Spies teaches transmitting said speech data to said first 
computer from said central location (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 7, Spies teaches transmitting said speech data to said second 
computer from said first computer (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 8, Spies teaches receiving said data representing the textual 
message at said central location from said second computer (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 9, Spies teaches transmitting said speech data to said second 
computer from said central location (col. 5,line 40 to col 6, line 40). 
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Regarding claim 10, Spies teaches speech template is provided at said first 
computer (col. 5, lines 25-27). 

Regarding claim 11, Spies teaches transmitting said speech data or said speech 
template to said second computer from said first computer (col. 5, lines 25-39). 

Regarding claim 12, Spies teaches speech template is provided at said second 
computer (col. 5, lines 25-39). 

Regarding claim 13, Spies teaches comprising receiving said data representing the 
textual message at said second computer from said first computer (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, 
line 40). 

Regarding claim 17, Spies teaches first computer and said second computer are 
coupled to a server adapted to store and provide access to a shared space object, said 
shared space object being associated with said textual message (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, 
line 40). 

Regarding claim 18, Spies teaches author comprises computer executable 
program code designed to generate text in response to input from said recipient (col. 5, 
lines 40-49). 

Regarding claim 19, Spies teaches a computer executing said program code 
couples to a public switched telephone network (col. 6, lines 2-5). 

Regarding claim 20, Spies teaches said input from said recipient comprises 
telephone key depression or speech (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 23, Spies teaches recipient interacts with a telephone coupled to 
a telephone network and said author interacts with a computer coupled to said telephone 
network through a data network (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 
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Regarding claim 24, Spies teaches directing said speech data to said telephone 
network through said data network (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claims 31-35, 38-42, 44-46, 49-50, 57-59, 61, 68-72, 76-79, and 81, 
claims 31-35, 38-42, 44-46, 49-50, 57-59, 61, 68-72, 76-79, and 81, are system and/or 
article of manufacturing claims similar in scope and content to the method claims of 1- 
13, 17-20, and 23-24 rejected above, and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Regarding claims 25-26, Spies does not teach transmitting a notification to said 
author when said recipient is unable to connect with a telephone of said author and 
receiving said data representing the textual message in response to said notification 
message. Brunet discloses a telecommunication system which speech recognition 
technology may be used to convert voice into text that is delivered in a message that can 
later be either viewed as text or read out as voice mail by the user, who may be a hearing 
impaired, mute or deaf person. Such systems may also convert the whole conversation 
to text and make a text transcript of the duplex conversation. If the receiver of a 
telephone call is not present to receive the call, the call can be directed to either voice 
mail or e-mail with the aid of the voice to text converter and also have the text converted 
to speech for audio output (col. 4, lines 21-45); and allows the user to create information 
based on preselected phrases, wherein a full prolog is created based on the preselected 
phrase combined with other available information such as present time, present location, 
or desired recipient (col. 3, lines 46-67). Brunet teaches the system is advantageous in 
allowing a user to listen to messages in a hands-busy eyes-busy environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies for 



Application/ContrJWimber: 09/608,2 1 0 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2654 

implementation in a voice-mail environment, because such a modification would be 
allow a user to listen to messages in a hands-busy eyes-busy environment. 

Regarding claims 27-29, Spies does not teach textual message comprises a 
variable portion of a message having both a variable portion and a fixed portion, the 
textual message further comprises said fixed portion, and fixed portion is prerecorded 
speech of said individual. 

Brunet discloses a telecommunication system which speech recognition 
technology may be used to convert voice into text that is delivered in a message that can 
later be either viewed as text or read out as voice mail by the user, who may be a hearing 
impaired, mute or deaf person. Such systems may also convert the whole conversation 
to text and make a text transcript of the duplex conversation. If the receiver of a 
telephone call is not present to receive the call, the call can be directed to either voice 
mail or e-mail with the aid of the voice to text converter and also have the text converted 
to speech for audio output (col. 4, lines 21-45); and allows the user to create information 
based on preselected phrases, wherein a full prolog is created based on the preselected 
phrase combined with other available information such as present time, present location, 
or desired recipient (col. 3, lines 46-67). Brunet teaches the system is advantageous in 
allowing a user to listen to messages in a hands-busy eyes-busy environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies for 
implementation with creating information for transmittal that includes preselected 
phrases combined with other available information such as present time, present 
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location, or desired recipient, because such a modification would be allow a user to 
easily create messages in a hands-busy eyes-busy environment. 

Regarding claim 30, Spies does not teach data representing the textual message 



speech recognition technology may be used to convert voice into text that is delivered in 
a message that can later be either viewed as text or read out as voice mail by the user, 
who may be a hearing impaired, mute or deaf person. Such systems may also convert 
the whole conversation to text and make a text transcript of the duplex conversation. If 
the receiver of a telephone call is not present to receive the call, the call can be directed 
to either voice mail or e-mail with the aid of the voice to text converter and also have the 
text converted to speech for audio output (col. 4, lines 21-45); and allows the user to 
create information based on preselected phrases, wherein a full prolog is created based 
on the preselected phrase combined with other available information such as present 
time, present location, or desired recipient (col. 3, lines 46-67). Brunet teaches the 
system is advantageous in allowing a user to listen to messages in a hands-busy eyes- 
busy environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies for 
implementation in a e-mail environment, because such a modification would be allow a 
user to listen to messages in a hands-busy eyes-busy environment. 

Regarding claims 51-56, 62-67, 82-85, and 91-92, claims 51-56, 62-67, 82-85, 
and 91-92 are system, method, and/or article of manufacturing claims similar in scope 



comprises an e-mail message. Brunet discloses a telecommunication system which 
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and content to the method claims of 25-30 rejected above, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

3. Claims 14-16, 21-22, 36-37, 43, 47-48, 60, 73-75, 80, 86-89, 90, and 93 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spies in view of Brunet and 
further in view of Richardson (US Patent No. 5,812,126). 

4. Regarding claim 14, Spies and Brunet do not teach the first computer and said 
second computer are configured to communicate in an instant messaging format. 
Richardson teaches a method and apparatus for masquerading online with a user profiles 
database (col. 4, lines 52-58); speech pattern database (col. 5, lines 20-64); 
implementation in an internet chat room or instant messaging environment (col. 2, lines 
30-49); various attributes to alter the transmitted information output which can be altered 
by either sender or recipient (col. 1, lines 47-61; col. 5, line 4 to col. 6, line 47). 
Richardson teaches the system is advantageous in allowing users to communicate with 
others to protect identity from prejudices or unwanted advances/attention (col. 1, lines 
46-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Spies and Brunet to implement the text to speech 
system in an instant messaging format, so as to allow for communication between users 
of the Internet in a hands-busy and/or eyes-busy environment. 

Regarding claims 15-16, Spies and Brunet do not teach said first computer and 
said second computer are coupled to a server configured to operate chat room software. 
Richardson teaches a method and apparatus for masquerading online with a user profiles 
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database (col. 4, lines 52-58); speech pattern database (col. 5, lines 20-64); 
implementation in an internet chat room or instant messaging environment (col. 2, lines 
30-49); various attributes to alter the transmitted information output which can be altered 
by either sender or recipient (col. 1, lines 47-61; col. 5, line 4 to col. 6, line 47). 
Richardson teaches the system is advantageous in allowing users to communicate with 
others to protect identity from prejudices or unwanted advances/attention (col. 1, lines 
46-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Spies and Brunet to implement the text to speech 
system in a chat room format, so as to allow for communication between users of the 
Internet in a hands-busy and/or eyes-busy environment. 

Regarding claims 21-22, Spies and Brunet do not teach selecting said individual 
based on attributes of said recipient and wherein said attributes comprise age or gender. 
Richardson teaches a method and apparatus for masquerading online with a user profiles 
database (col. 4, lines 52-58); speech pattern database (col. 5, lines 20-64); 
implementation in an internet chat room or instant messaging environment (col. 2, lines 
30-49); various attributes to alter the transmitted information output which can be altered 
by either sender or recipient (col. 1, lines 47-61; col 5, line 4 to col. 6, line 47). 
Richardson teaches the system is advantageous in allowing users to communicate with 
others to protect identity from prejudices or unwanted advances/attention (col. 1, lines 
46-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies and Brunet to 
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implement selecting attributes of age/gender/nationality, etc as the characteristic of the 
transmitted information output, as suggested by Richardson, for the purpose of allowing 
users to communicate with others to protect identity from prejudices or unwanted 
advances/attention. 

Regarding claims 36-37, 43, 47-48, 60, 73-75, 80, and 90, claims 36-37, 43, 47- 
48, 60, 73-75, 80, and 90, are system, method, and/or article of manufacturing claims 
similar in scope and content to the method claims of 14-16 and 21-22 rejected above, and 
are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Regarding claims 86 and 89, Spies teaches a method for generating speech data 
(col. 5, line 8 to col. 6, line 40) comprising: receiving input from a recipient (col. 5, lines 
40-49); selecting a speech template comprising information representing characteristics 
of a voice (col. 5, lines 8-27); and converting said text message to speech data, said 
speech data representing a spoken form of said textual message having the characteristics 
of said voice (col. 5, lines 50-54). Spies does not teach generating a text message that 
provides a response to said input, selecting said individual based on attributes of said 
recipient and wherein said attributes comprise age or gender. Richardson teaches a 
method and apparatus for masquerading online with a user profiles database (col. 4, lines 
52-58); speech pattern database (col. 5, lines 20-64); generating a text message that 
provides a response to a user's input or query (col. 4, lines 34-51); various attributes to 
alter the transmitted information output which can be altered by either sender or recipient 
(col. 1, lines 47-61; col. 5, line 4 to col. 6, line 47). Richardson teaches the system is 
advantageous in allowing users to communicate with others to protect identity from 
prejudices or unwanted advances/attention (col. 1, lines 46-61). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies to implement 
creating responses to the input of a voice response system and to implement selecting 
attributes of age/gender/nationality, etc as the characteristic of the transmitted 
information output, as suggested by Richardson, for the purpose of improving response 
time of the identity transformer (see Richardson, col. 4, lines 38-42) and thereby allowing 
users to communicate with others to protect identity from prejudices or unwanted 
advances/attention. 

Regarding claim 87, Spies teaches said input from said recipient comprises 
telephone key depression and speech (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 88, Spies teaches directing said speech data to said recipient 
through a public switched telephone network (col. 5, line 40 to col. 6, line 40). 

Regarding claim 93, Spies teaches a method for generating speech data (col. 5, 
line 8 to col. 6, line 40) comprising: selecting a speech template comprising information 
representing characteristics of a voice (col. 5, lines 8-27); and converting said text 
message to speech data, said speech data representing a spoken form of said textual 
message having the characteristics of said voice (col. 5, lines 50-54). Spies does not 
teach receiving text data from a software application, selecting said individual based on 
attributes of said recipient and wherein said attributes comprise age or gender. 
Richardson teaches a method and apparatus for masquerading online with a user profiles 
database (col. 4, lines 52-58); speech pattern database (col. 5, lines 20-64); generating a 
text message that provides a response to a user's input or query (col. 4, lines 34-51); 
various attributes to alter the transmitted information output which can be altered by 
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either sender or recipient (col. 1, lines 47-61; col. 5, line 4 to col. 6, line 47). Richardson 
teaches the system is advantageous in allowing users to communicate with others to 
protect identity from prejudices or unwanted advances/attention (col. 1, lines 46-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the text-to-speech telecommunication system of Spies to implement 
selecting creating responses to output in a software application as suggested by 
Richardson, for the purpose of improving response time of the identity transformer (see 
Richardson, col. 4, lines 38-42). 

5. Claim 94 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spies in 
view of Brunet and Richardson and further in view of Everding (US Patent No. 
6,336,089). 

6. Regarding claim 94, Spies, Brunet and Richardson do not teach the software 
application comprises an interactive learning program. Everding teaches a 
computerized, interactive pronunciation learning system wherein the pitch (frequency), 
volume (amplitude) and duration of a model speaker's reading of text is encoded 
digitally and compared with the encoded pitch, volume, and duration of a user's speech, 
provision being made for display of the results such that the user can visually and 
audibly ascertain the abstracted differences between the model's and user's speech 
parameters (Figures 17, 18, 19; col. 2, lines 36-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to implement the text-to-speech system of Spies, Brunet, and Richardson in 
the interactive pronunciation system of Everding, because such a modification would 
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allow a user to create and listen to models of various text, practice their pronunciation 
and visually and audibly ascertain the abstracted differences between the model's and 
their own speech parameters. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13, 17-20, 23-24, 31-35, 38-42, 
44-46, 49-50, 57-59, 61, 68-72, 76-79, and 81 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new groimd(s) of rejection. 

8. Applicant's arguments filed June 10, 2004, with respect to claims 14-16, 21-22, 
36-37, 43, 47-48, 60, 73-75, 80, 86-89, 90, and 93 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 
958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the examiner argues that it 
is well known in the art to implement text to speech capabilities in a plurality of 
platforms or computer processing systems to provide audio output to a user in a hands 
busy/eyes-busy environment. 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela A. Armstrong whose telephone number is 703- 
308-6258. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (703) 305-9645. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Angela A. Armstrong 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2654 
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August 19, 2004 
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